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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should
write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments
All underlined text plz. Verify again

Plz. Check the year of data (i.e 2013-2018 or 2014-2018) because your data of table
representing 2013-18, but in text somewhere you written 2014-2018 which are
underlined .

In Result section: Table 1:a. Plz. Check totalling of Slaughtered and passed , which are
underlined.

b. Proportion should not be total and 2018 data proportion are also wrong.

c. Plz. Verify about percent of passed and condemned , your data indicating 98.84%
passes and 1.16% condemned, however you mentioned 98.6% and 1.6% ?.

In Fig. 2 & 3 caption: plz. Verify year of data which are underlined

InTable 3: plz..verify total no. Of inspected carcass, already underlined

In Table 4: Plz. Verify the underlined digits,

Minor REVISION comments

Table 3: you should be written full-form of SNL and TDL in bracket, because in running
text nowhere used

Optional/General comments

In discussion section: | think the underlined sentence ( The results ............
confirmatory tests.) may be not necessary.

Under discussion: Plz. Verify the data of false positive i.e 98.15%, which are underlined
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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